SiEW-YCEK  MElEOrCLITAN  FAIE  AND  DU. 

BELLOWS. 

The  letter  of  the  president  of  the  Sanitary 
Commission,  published  in  another  column  of 
to-day’s  Wobld,  naturally  inspires  one’s  curi¬ 
osity  to  know  what  was  the  language  used  by 
the  reverend  gentleman  in  relation  to  the 
city  of  New- York  which  required  explanation 
and  apology. 

We  have  turned  back  to  the  earlier  num- 
.  bers  of  the  Sanitary  Bulletin ,  and  find  that, 
under  date  of  February  25,  1865,  Dr.  Bel¬ 
lows  addressed  a  very  verbose  and  rather 
ambitious  sort  of  a  letter  to  the  officers  of  the 
Soldiers’  Fair  in  Philadelphia,  acknowledging 
reception  of  the  net  pecuniary  results  of  that 
charitable  effort  in  behalf  of'  sick  or  wounded 
soldiers. 

The  part  of  that  letter  pertinent  to  our 
present  purpose  is  as  follows: 

No  city  in  the  Union  has  given  a  stouter  and  more 
persistent  support  to  the  war ,  to  the  comfort  of  sol¬ 
ders  on  their  way  to  and  from  the  war,  or  to  the  re¬ 
lief  cj  thesicTc  anti  wounded  falling  in  the  course  of 
the  war,  than -Philadelphia;  and  to  no  city,  except 
San  Francisco,  is  the  United  States  Sanitary  Com¬ 
mission  so  muCh  indebted  for  an  intelligent,  la- 
l  orif/ks,  and  costly  support— a  support  including 
moral,  intellectual,  and  financial  sustenance  and 
loyalty.  Philadelphia  has  understood  and  indorsed 
the  pi  cuiiar  principles  of  the  Sanitary  Commission, 
trusted  its/officers  with  generous  confidence,  and 
fed  its  treasury  with  systematic  contributions. 

The  magnificent  contribution  we  have  just  re¬ 
ceived,  the  product  of  your  fair,  is,  I  venture  to  sa.v, 
the  largest  ever  made  in  one  sum,  not  only  to  this, 
but  to  any  unincorporated  charity  in  the  world.  It  is 
a  miracle  of  free,  concerted  action,  seeking,  with 
un jealous  ar.d  confiding  benevolence,  to  make  an 
ins  itunon,  without  local  or  state  interest,  the  al¬ 
moner  of  its  overflowing  bounty  toward  those  suffer¬ 
ers  made  sacrecl  by  the  cause  in  which  they  offer 
their  lives  and  shed  their  blood. 

It  is  clear,  from  reading  both  the  letters  to¬ 
gether,  that  the  author  was  made  to  see  that 
he  had  been  guilty  of  a  discreditable  act  in 
the  former,  but  could  not  bring  himself  to 
make  his  explanation  and  apology  in  the 
latter,  cover  the  whole  ground  of  his  offense. 
It  was  in  the  worst  possible  taste  for  Dr.  Bel¬ 
lows,  at  the  head  of  a  great  national  charity, 
to  endeavor  to  stir  up,  or  gratify,  unworthy 
oca:  prejudices  -which  without  such  outside 
inspiration  would  never  have  occurred  to  the 
respective  communities.  That  would  be  bad 
enough  even  upon  the  “literal  exactness  ”  of 
his  very  technical  excuse,  but  promoting  strife 
between  neighbors  becomes  unpardonable 


when  done  at  the  sacrifice  of  truth  New- 
York  may  or  may  not  have  done  her  full  duty 
during  the  rebellion  in  supplying  the  federal 
government  with  all  needed  supplies  of  men 
and  money  (as  to  that  she  ean  safely  point  to 
the  record);  but  the  president  of  the  Sanitary 
Commission  states  an  untruth  when  he  says 
that  any  other  city  has  given  a  more  “  intelli¬ 
gent,  laborious,  and  costly  support.  ” 

Can  it  be  that  the  Sanitary  Co  mmission 
indorses  the  contemptible  quibble  of  the  second 
letter  of  its  president?  Does  the  whole  tenor 
and  purport  of  the  first  letter  not  make  it 
clear  that  the  construction  of  it  given  in  the 
second  was  an  after-thought  ?  Of  what  avail 
to  drag  in  the  total  contributions  of  the  whole 
State  of  California  during  the  war?  What 
relation  can  that  aggregate  sum  bear  to  the 
record  of  one  isolated  effort,  of  one  city,  in 
I  the  State  of  New- York  ?  If  Dr.  Bellows 
meant  to  be  just  and  honest,  why  did  he  not 
give,  if  he  could,  in  that  connection,  the 
whole  contributions  of  the  entire  State  of 
New-York  during  the  four  years  oi  the  war? 

We  have  been  curious  enough  to  inquire  if 
Dr.  Bellows,  or  any  other  conspicuous  offi¬ 
cial  of  the  United  States  Sanitary  Commission, 
ever  deemed  the  $1,184,146.72  contributed 
by  our  New-York  fair  worthy  of 
a  special  letter  of  acknowledgment 
and  thanks,  and  we  cannot  find  that  its  presi¬ 
dent,  General  Dix,  or  anybody  else,  ever  re¬ 
ceived  as  much  as  “thank  you”  !  What  is  the 
secret  of  all  this  ?  Who  can  tell  ?  Is  it  be, 
cause  the  people  of  New-York  have  not  as 
high  appreciation  of  Dr.  Bellows  as  have  peo- 
T)ie  at  a  distance,  who  are  not  his  neighbors? 
Is  it  because  that  while  New-York  has  fed  the 
treasury  of  the  commission  with  systematic, 
open-handed  contributions,  it  has  not  “trust¬ 
ed  aU  its  officers  with  generous  confidence?’ 
Possibly  Dr.  Bellows  deems  the  Empire  City, 
which  has,  during  the  war,  literally  held  up 
by  its  qy m,  axsa  Saaasss  ths  ft 3-  i 

era!  government,  disloyal  to  the  Sanitary 
Commission,  for  the  same  reasons  that  in¬ 
spired  him,  in  a  letter  to  a  paper  published  at 
the  Sailors’  f'air  in  Boston,  to  arraign  the  mer¬ 
chants  of  New-York,  as  a  class,  for  disloyalty 
to  the  Constitution  and  Union ! 


'tl 


W  fanitant  Commission, 

Central  Office,  244  F  Street, 

Washington,  June  8,  1865. 


In  consequence  of  the  very  large  demand  made  upon  the  Sanitary 
Commission  by  the  armies  encamped  in  and  about  Washington,  it 
has  become  necessary,  for  the  present,  to  restrict  our  issues  of  ar¬ 
ticles  of  Clothing  to  the  sick,  and  to  such  soldiers  as  are  really 

destitute  and  unable  to  procure  supplies  through  regular  channels, 
by  reason  of  absence  from  their  commands,  want  of  descriptive  lists, 
or  other  cause. 

JNO.  S.  BLATCHFORD, 

General  Secretary. 


it.  Jt.  Sanitary  Commission, 

Central  Office,  244  F  Street, 

Washington,  June  20,  1865. 


The  U.  S.  Sanitary  Commission  will  terminate  its  Field  and 
Hospital  Relief  Service  in  the  Department  of  Washington,  on  the 
first  day  of  July  next,  at  which  time  its  issues  of  supplies  of  all 
kinds  will  cease,  except  as  far  as  may  be  required  for  purposes 
of  Special  and  Individual  Relief. 

JNO.  S.  BLATCHFORD, 

General  Secretary. 


